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judgment was given in favour of the defendants. " The
chief justice said " that in case of suits instituted before
"the Provincial Councils, except in cases of manifest
" corruption, the Court will not enter into the regularity
" of the proceedings." He further said, " I do not think
" it is the province of this Court to enter into the irregu.
" larity of the Court's proceedings."

This decision must, I should think, have pleased every
one except Sir John Day. It clearly established the
principle that the Provincial Councils were Courts of
Justice, and that nothing would render their members
individually liable to actions for acts judicially done,
short of " manifest corruption/' Their irregularity, if it
existed, would only be a cause for appeal. It is of im-
portance to bear this decision in mind in reference to
subsequent transactions, and especially to the Patna case?
which was ignorantly supposed to be at variance with it.

One or two significant incidents and expressions
occurring in the papers in the general appendix may be
here mentioned.

1 In October, 1779, the Dacca Council were greatly dis-
turbed in their minds by the appearance amongst them
of John Doe, who was then still in his prime. One
Chunderrnonee demised to John Doe and his assigns
certain lands "in the Purgunnah Bullera and province
" of Bengal for a term of seven years, whereupon Henry
" Robinson" (more generally known in England as
Richard Roe, but he and Doe had many aliases) "put
" out and removed the said John Doe from his possession,
"but John Doe recovered his time (? term), yet to come
" of and into " the said lands, whereupon George III. by
the Grace of God, of Great Britain, .France, and Ireland.
1 Toucliet, Gen. App. No. 14.